SCTP &)

: APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAI GE%NT

Revised 4/99
CBo3 &

IMPORTANT: Please consult the “Instructions for Completin istance in
ommletion of this fi
SUBDIVISION: Hamilton County Public Works/Delhi Township CODE#.061- 00061

DISTRICT NUMBER:2__ COUNTY: Hamilton DATE09/12/02

CONTACT:_Tim Gilday PHONE # (513) _946 - 8914

[THE PROJECT CONTACT PERSON SHOULD BE THE INDIVIDUAL WI1EQ WILL BE AVAILABLE ON A DAY-TO-DAY BASISDUIUNG THE APPLICATION REVIEW
AND SELECTION PROCESS AND WILO CAN BEST ANSWER OR COORDINATE THE RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS)

FAX (513) 946-8001  E-MAIL_ tim.gildav@hamilton-co.org
PROJECT NAME: GREENWELL/GLENROY/SCHROER ROAD & DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENT

SUBDIVISION TYPE FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED PROJECT TYPE
{Check anly 1) {Check All Requesied & Enlar Amaunt) {Check |argest Companant)
X1. County X 1. Grant $1.303.000.00_ —1. Raad
__ 2. City _ 2 Loan § __2. Bridge/Culvert
__3. Tawnship __3. Loan Assistance __ 3. Water Supply
4. Village __4. Wastewater
__5. Water/Sanitary District __3. Solid Waste
{Seetion 6119 O.R.C.) X 6. Stormwater
TOTAL PROJECT COST: SL4S0.MMN.00 FUNDING REQUESTED: 5L305,000.00

DISTRICT RECOMMENDATION
To be completed by the District Committee ONLY

GRANT:$_/, 305,000 LOAN ASSISTANCE:S
SCIPLOAN:5______ RATE:_____"%TERM:_______yrs.
RLPLOAN: S RATE:_____ “%TERM:______yrs.

(Check only 1)
_X_State Capital Improvement Program __ Small Government Program
__Lacal Transportation Improvements Program

FOR OPWC USE ONLY
PROJECT NUMBER: C IC APPROVED FUNDING: §
Local Participation Ya Loan Interest Rate: Yo
OPWC Participation Yo Loan Term; years
Project Release Date: __ /[ Maturity Date:
OPWC Approval: Date Approved: __ /|  /

SCIPLoan_ _ RLPLoan
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PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION

PROJECT ESTIMATED CQOSTS:
{Round to Nearest Dallar)

Basic Engineering Services:

Preiiminary Design
Final Design
Bidding
Construction Phase

&5 55 o8 65

Additional Engineering Services
*Identify services and costs below.

Acquisition Expenses:
Land and/or Right-of-Way

Construction Costs:

Equipment Purchased Directly:
Permits, Advertising, Legal:

(Or Interest Costs for Loan Assistance

Applications Only)

Construction Contingencies:

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS:

*List Additional Engineering Services here:

Service:

Cost:

]
. 00
. 00
. 00

(8]

TOTAL DOLLARS
S .00

S 00
3 00
§1.450.000,00

b .00
S 00
$ 00
51.450,000.00

FORCE ACCOUNT
DOLLARS
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1.3

PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES:

(Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

DOLLARS %
Local In-Kind Contributions D |1
Loeal Revenues $.145.000.00 —10
Other Public Revenues 5 .00
OoDOT ] Kil)]
Rural Development 5 A0
OEPA 5. .00
OWDA b |11 3
CDBG S |1}
OTHER S 00
SUBTOTAL LOCAL RESQURCES: 5145.000.00 _ 14
OPWC Funds
1. Grant $1.305.000.00 1)
2. Loan § .00
3. Loan Assistance S 00
SUBTOTAL OPWC RESOURCES: $.1.305,004.00 90
TOTAL FINANCJAL RESOURCES: $1.450,000.00 160%

AVATLABILITY OF LOCAL FUNDS:

Aftach a statement signed by the Chief Financial Officer listed in section 5.2 certifying all loeal share
funds required for the project will be available on or before the earliest date listed in the Project
Schedule section.

ODOTPID# ______ Sale Date:
STATUS: (Check one}
Traditional
Local Planning Agency (LFA)
State Infrastructure Bank
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PROJECT INFORMATION
If project is multi-jurisdictional, information must be consolidated in this section.

PROJECT NAME: GREENWELT/GLENROY/SCHROER ROAD & STORMWATER
MITIGATTION PROJECT

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION - {Sections A through C):

A SPECIFIC LOCATION:
Glenroy and Schroer Avenues are contiguous streets located in south-central Delhi Township while
Greenwell Road runs parallel to Gilenroy immediately to its’ east. Greenwell Road runs
southeasterly from Delhi Road 2,200 feet to Mt. Alverno Road. Glenroy Avenue runs northerly
from Mt. Alverno Road for 631.64 feet to its’ terminus. Schroer Avenue runs westerly from
Glenroy Avenue for 536.88 feet to its’ terminus. See attached location map and drainage map.
PROJECT ZIP CODE: 45238
B: PROJECT COMPONENTS:
Glenray-Schroer: Project consists of full depth removal of roadway and curbs, undercutting
existing subgrade to obtain proper depth for replacement on a 10" stone base, 5" of asphalt
pavement, rolled concrete curb and gutter (30") and underdrains at all low points; sidewalk and
driveway repair or replacement; and associated utility work.

Greenwell Road project consists of rehabilitation of the roadway and installation of a storm
drainage system. It will entail construction of curbs and picking up ditch drainage and overland
flow and place that drainage within an enclosed system designed to convey all storm drainage
into a stormwater collection basin at the end of Schroer Avenue. This collection basin will be
built from the footprint of properties on the Western edge of Schroer, which result from
acquiring existing homes, demolishing them and completing the basin. The purchase/demolition
will be done with funds from another source outside the scope of the project. Additionally, a
sump pump collector line will be placed in the R/W of Schroer Avenue for the purpose of
allowing a drainage outlet for sump pumps and/or other flood proofing methods for the benefit of
the houses that remain on Schroer Avenue.

C: PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS:

Glenray-Schroer: Current roadways are 25' in width. Sidewalks are located within the right of
way. These streets were overlaid in 1976. Overlays are old and brittle and serve only to mask
joint blow-ups and roadway faulting. Water ponds on roadways due to uneven and broken slabs
and bond loss occurs on both streets where overlay has been lost from the surface of the street.
Right-of-way widths are 50 feet. Sidewalks are badly deteriorated and uneven. Surface level and
subgrade water intrusion cause subgrade failures throughout. See additional support information
for pavement management system roadway deficiencies and photos for proof of deficiencies.

Greenwell Road: Current roadway varies in width between 20 to 23 feet in width. No sidewalks
exist and none are proposed. Current ditches have been partially filled in by residents and are
non-functioning. The roadway will be widened to accommodate a standard lane width of 12 feet.

D: DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

Detail current service capacity vs. proposed service level.
Road or Bridge; Current ADT 8194 _ Year: 2002 Projected ADT: Year: 2012
Water/Wastesvater: Based on monthly usage of 7,756 gallens per household, atiach current rate
ordinance. Current Residential Rate: § Proposed Rate: §
Stormwater: Number of households served:

USEFUL LIFE / COST ESTIMATE: Project Useful Life: 50 Years.
Attach Registered Professional Engineer's statement, with original seal and signature confirming the

project's useful life indicated above and estimated cost.

4



3.0 REPAIR/REPLACEMENT or NEW/EXPANSION:

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT REPAIR/REPLACEMENT $.1.450,000.00

TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT NEW/EXPANSION 5.00

4.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE: *

BEGIN DATE END DATE
4.1  Engineering/Design: 03/01/02, 11/329/02
4.2  Bid Advertisement and Award: 2/15/03 d2/28/03
4.3  Construction: 2/15/0¢ 12/31/04
44  Right-of-Way/Land Acquisition: 01/15/03 11/36/03

* Failure ta meet project schedule may result in termination of agreement for approved projects. Modification of dates
must be requested in writing by the CEQ of record and approved by the commission once the Project Agreement has been
executed, The project schedule should be planned around receiving a Project Agreement on or about July [st.

5.0 APPLICANT INFORMATION:

5.1 CHIEF EXECUTIVE

OFFICER William W. Brayshaw

TITLE JHamilton Connty Engineer

STREET _10480 Burlington Road

CITY/ZIP Cinginnati, OH 45231

PHONE (513)946 - 8902

FAX (513).946 - 8901

E-MAIL william.brayshaw(@hamilton-co org

5.2 CHIEF FINANCIAL

OFFICER JDusty Rhodes

TITLE Hamilton County Auditor

STREET 138 Fast Conrt Street
Room 304, CAR

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati_ QH 45202

PHONE (513)946 - 4045

FAX (513).946 - 4043

E-MAITL -anditorfmfiise net

53 PROJECT MANAGER Fimothy Gilday
- TITLE _Planning & Design Engineer

STREET 10480 Burlington Road

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati OH 45231

PHONE (513)946 - 2914

FAX (513).944_ - 8901

E-MAIL tim gilday@hamiiton-co.org

Changes in Project Officials must be submitted in writing from the CEO.

Lh



6.0

ATTACHMENTS/COMPLETENESS REVIEW:

Conlfirm in the blocks [ ] below that each item listed is attached.

[X]

[X]

(X1

[X]

P

7.0

A certified copy of the legislation by the governing body of the applicant authorizing a designated
official to sign and submit this application and execute contracts. This individual should sign under
7.0, Applicant Certification, below,

A certification signed by the applicant’s chief financial officer stating all loeal share funds required
for the project will be available on or before the dates listed in the Project Schedule section. If the
application involves a request for loan (RLP or SCIP), a certification signed by the CFQ which
identifies a specific revenue source for repaying the loan also must be attached. Both certifications
can be accomplished in the same letter.

A registered professional engineer’s detailed cost estimate and useful life statement, as required in
164-1-13, 164-1-14, and 164-1-16 of the Ohio Administrative Code. Estimates shall contain an

engineer’s original seal gr stamp and signature,

A cooperation agreement (if the project involves more than one subdivision or distriet) which
identifies the fiscal and administrative responsibilities of each participant.

Projects which include new and expansion components and potentially affect productive farmland
should include a statement evaluating the potential impact. If there is a potential impact, the
Governor’s Executive Order 98-VII and the OPWC Farmland Preservation Review Advisory apply.

Capital Improvements Report: (Required by O.R.C. Chapter 164.06 on standard form)

Supporting Documentation: Materials such as additional project description, photographs, economic
impact (temporary andfer full time jobs likely to be created as a resuit of the project), accident
reports, impact on school zones, and other information to assist your district committee in ranking
your project. Be sure to include supplements, which may he required by your lacal District Public
Works Integrating Commitiee.

APPLICANT CERTIFICATION:

The undersigned certifies that: (1) he/she is legally authorized to request and accept financial assistance from the
Ohio Public Works Commission; (2) to the best of his/her knowledge and belief, all representations that are part of
this application are true and correct; (3) all official documents and commitments of the applicant that are part of
this application have been duly authorized by the governing body of the applicant; and, {4) should the requested
financial assistance be provided, that in the execution of this project, the applicant will comply with all assurances
required by Ohio Law, including those involving Buy Ohio and prevailing wages.

Applicant certifies that physical construction on the project as defined in the application has NOT begun, and wiil
not begin untit a Project Agreement on this project has been executed with the Ohio Public Works Commission.
Aetion to the contrary will result in termination of the agreement and withdrawal of Qhio Public Works
Commission funding of the project.

William W. Brayshaw, PE_ P S Hamiiton County Fngineer

Certifying Representative (Type or Print Name and Title)

)(/4%/4@///&/7% (22707

Signature/Date Signed



County of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

SN COURNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COL/RT STREET
CINCINNATL OHIO 45202. 1232

PHONE 313 2403250 EANGRIR) o388

STATEMENT OF USEFUL LIFE

As required by Chapter 164-1-13 of the Ohio Administrative Code, | hereby certify

that the Greenwell Road Improvement project will have a useful life of at least _50

years.

CONSTRUCTION COSTS:
The opinion of Project Construction Costs is based on current unit price

experience and is subject to adjustment upon completion of detailed plans and
receipt of an acceptable proposal by a qualified contractor.

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, 'JZ”.E., -P.S.

HAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER



GREENWELL ROAD AND
SCHROER AVENUE STORMWATER BASIN
PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION CQST ESTIMATE

PREPARED BY: BURGESS NIPLE

AUGUST 22, 2002

FRINTED: 12/2/02,11:28 AM

GREENWELL ROAD
SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED QUANTITIES ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
UNIT ITEM
ITEM IDESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY COST GOST
ROADWAY
201 [CLEARING AND GRUBBING LUMP 1.00 $35,000.00 $35,000.00
202|PAVEMENT REMOVED QYD 540.00 §6.50 §3,510.00)
202|WALK REMOVED SQFT 983.00 §1.20 51,178.60
202|STEPS REMOVED FT 16.00 510.00 5160.00
202|CURB REMOVED FT 1033.00 $2.50 52,582.50
202|CURB AND GUTTER REMOVED FT 191.00 $3.50 $668.50)
202|PIPE REMOVED, 24" AND UNDER ET 1203.00 58.00 510,827.00)
202|PIPE REMOVED, OVER 24" FT 1380.00 $22.00 530,360.00,
202{INLET REMOVED EACH 14.00 S275.00 $3,850.00
202|FENCE REMOVED FOR REUSE FT 166.00 $3.00 $498.00
203|EXCAVATION NOT INCLUDING EMBANKMENT CU YD 1042.00 510,00 $10,420.00)
203|EMBANKMENT CUYD 200t.00 36.00 $12.006.00
203|EORROW cuyD 858.00 520.00 §168,180,00
204 [SUBGRADE COMPACTION sSQYD 2608.00 $1.00 32,608.00
204|SUBGRADE COMPACTION (DRIVEWAYS) SQYD 1814.00 $1.00 51,814.00
204{PROOF ROLLING HR 12.00 5125.00 $1.500.00
SPECIAL |HEADWALL REMOVED LUMP 1.00 52,000.00 §2,000.00
SPECIAL |RETAINING WALL REMOVED LF 48.00 575.00 $3,600.00
SPECIAL |MAILBOX REMOVED AND RESET EACH 2.00 5100.00 $200.00
SPECIAL [FLAGPOLE REMOVED AND GIVEN TO PROPERTY OWNER EACH 1.00 $100.00 5100.00
SPECIAL [REMCVE AND REERECT EXISTING LIGHT POLE EACH 5.00 5700.00 53,500.00
EROSION CONTROL
658 TCPSOIL FURNISHED AND PLACED CUYD 564.00 525.00 $14,100.00
638|COMMERCIAL FERTILIZER TON 0.90 $350.00 5315.00
658{AGRICULTURAL LIME TON 2.80 370.00 5196.00
G83|WATER MGAL 18.20 33.50 563.70
659 |REPAIR SEEDING AND MULCHING QYD 337.00 51.00 $337.00,
658|SEERING AND MULCHING SQYD §740.00 $5.00 $33,790.00)
877|PERIMETER FILTER FABRIC FENCE FT 5200.00 $2.00 $10,400.00,
877]INLET PROTECTICN FT 1350.00 54.00 55,400.C90
DRAINAGE
603|12" CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 1956.00 $40.00 578,240.00
603[15" CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 142.00 $45.00 $6,390.00
603|21" CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 33.00 $50.00 $1,650.00
603[24" CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 567.00 $55.00 531,185.00
G03ESLOTTED DRAIN FT 25.00 565.00 $1,625.00
603|27 CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 108.00 555.00 $5,895.00)
£03{30" CONDUIT, TYFE B FT 206,00 $60.00 $12,360.00
603148 CONDUIT, TYFE B FT 736.00 $300.00 $73,600.00
503[54" CONDUIT, TYPE B FT 262.00 5110.00 £28,820.00
B04fCATCH BASIN, NO. 3 EACH 11.00 51,600.00 $17,600.00]
B604|CATCH BASIN, ND. 3A EACH 11,00 $1,500.00 $16.500.00]
604 [CATCH BASIN, NO. 2-2A EACH 2.00 5800.00 51.600.00
604 [MANHOLE NO. 3 EACH 26.00 §1.800.00 548,400.00
604 [MANHOLE ADJUSTED TO GRADE EACH 8.00 $350.00 52,100.00
604|MANHOLE RECONSTRUCTED TQ GRADE ZACH 2.00 $1,000.00 $2.000.00

10F 3



GREENWELL ROAD AND
SCHROER AVENUE STORMWATER BASIN

PREPARED BY: BURGESS NIPLE
AUGUST 22, 2002
PRINTED: 12/2/02,11:28 AM

PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE
GREENWELL ROAD
SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED QUANTITIES ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
ITEM |DESCRIPTION UNIT QUANTITY COsT COsT
ROADWAY
SPECIAL [YARD BASIN (HAMILTON COUNTY) EACH 30.00 $500.00 515,000.00
SPECIAL |FILL AND PLUG EXISTING CONDUIT FT 500.00 $35.0C 517,500.00
PAVEMENT
252|PAVEMENT PLANING, BITUMINOUS S YD £63.00 §1.00 £663.00]
301 |BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE, TYPE PGE4-22 cuYo 580.00 365.00 537,700.00
301|BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE, PGE4-22 (DRIVEWAYS) cuyp 126.00 5115.00 $14,450.00
448|ASPHALT CONCRETE SURFACE COURSE, TYPE 1, PGB4-22 cuvyp 265.00 $65.00 $17,225.00
44B|ASPHALT CONCRETE INTERMEDIATE COURSE, TYPE 1, PGE4-22 cuvyp 109.00 $65.00 57,085.00:
*HB|AEPHALT CONCRETE SURFACE COURSE, TYPE 1. PGE4-22 (DRIVEWAYS} CuvyD 50.00 5135.00 $6,750.00,
448|ASPHALT CONCRETE INTERMEDIATE COURSE, TYPE 1, PGB4-22 (VARIABLE DEPTH) cuYD 280.00 360,00 517.940.004
452[7" PLAIN CONCRETE PAVEMENT SQYD 954,00 340.00 $34,160.00
452[8" PLAIN CONCRETE PAVEMENT sQYD 227.00 $45.00 $10,215.00
60B|5" CONCRETE WALK (SIDEWALKS) SQFT 1876.00 §7.00 513.132.00
608)5" CONCRETE WALK (PRIVATE- INCLUDE STEPS) SAFT 948.00 $10.00 $8,490.00
598|CONCRETE CURB TYPE 6 FT 3783.00 516.00 $60,528,00
BO8|CONCRETE CURS TYPE 7 FT 155.00 513.00 52,015.00
608 |COMBINATION CURB AND GUTTER, TYPE 2 FT 124.00 $18.00 $2,232.00
B08ICURB RAMP SQFT 480.00 310.00 $4,800.00
YWATER WORKS
638 |WATERLINE (1800LF, 3 HYDRANTS) LUMP 1.00 $175,000.00 §175.000.00
638 [VALVE BOX ADJUSTED TO GRADE EACH 16.00 $135.00 $2,160.00
638|METER AND CHAMBER REMOVED AND RESET EACH 4.00 $350.00 $1,400.00)
SANITARY
604[SAMNITARY LINE (100LF, 3 MH) LUMP 1.00 $15.000.00 $15,000.00!
604 [VALVE BOX ADJUSTED TO GRADE EACH 10.00 $135,00 $1,350.00
TRAFFIC CONTROL
§30[GROUND MOUNTED SUPPORT, NO. 2 POST T 99.00 36.00 $584.00
830{GROUND MOUNTED SUPPORT, NO. 3 POST FT 2200 $6.00 $132.90;
6304SIGN, FLAT SHEET, TYPE G SQFT 70.00 §12.00 $948.00
§30| REMOVAL OF GROUNDO MOUNTED SIGN AND DISPOSAL EACH B.00 S8.00 $64.00
G3CIREMOVAL OF GROUND MOUNTED POST SUPPORT AND DISPOSAL EACH B.0C $12.00 $06.00
630| REMCVAL OF POLE MOUNTED SIGN AND DISPOSAL EACH 1,90 $6.00 $6.00
642| TRANSVERSE LINE, YELLOW MILE 100.00 52.00 $200.00
§42|CENTER LINE MILE 0.40 5450.00 $180.00
642|CHANNELIZING LINE FT 251.00 $0.50 5125.50
642/STOP LINE FT 82.00 34.00 $328.00
842 CROSSWALK LINE FT 345.00 52.00 $690.00,
842]L ANE ARROW EACH 2.00 $50.00 $100.00
642|WORD ON PAVEMENT, 72" EACH 1.00 375,00 $75.00
TRAFFIC SIGNAL
TRAFFIC SIGNAL LUMP 1.00 §75,000.00 $75,000.00
MAINTENANCE OF TRAFFIC
814 |MAINTAINING TRAFFIC LUMP 1.00 $50,000.00 $50,000.00
624 |MOBILIZATION LUMP 1.00 $12.500.00 512,500.00

20F3



GREENWELL ROAD AND
SCHROER AVENUE STORMWATER BASIN
» PRELIMINARY CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATE

PREPARED BY: BURGESS NIPLE
AUGUST 22, 2002
PRINTED: 12/2/02,11:28 AM

GREENWELL ROAD
SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED QUANTITIES ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
ITEM |DESCRIPTION UNIT | QUANTITY COST COST
ROADWAY
MISCELLANGUS
803|PRIVATE PIFE CONNECTIONS TO STORM - VARIABLE SIZES (CONTINGENGY) FT 500.00 $35.00 $17,500.00
448| ASPHALT CONGRETE SURFACE COURSE, TYPE 4. PG64-22 cu YD 46.00 565.00 52,980.00
BASED ON S00LF OF EXISTNG 20 SECTION RE-PROFILED (CONTINGENCY)
448| ASPHALT CONCRETE INTERMEDIATE COURSE, TYPE 1, FGE4-22 CU YD 46.00 565.00 §2,990.00
BASED ON 500LF OF EXISTNG 20 SECTION RE-PROFILED (CONTINGENCY)
301|BITUMINOUS AGGREGATE BASE, TYPE PGB4-22 cuvo|  zav.oo 560.00 514,820.00
BASED OM 500LF OF EXISTNG 20 SECTION RE-PROFILED (CONTINGENCY)
850|CONDUIT, BORED OR JAGKED FT 160.00 540000 £60,000.00
507|SHEET PILE LUMP 1.00 §10.186.00 510,186.00
SUBTOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUGTION COST $892,250.00
|
CONTINGENCIES 5162,750.00
TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COST - GREENWELL ROAD $875,000.00
SCHROER STORMWATER BASIN
SUMMARY OF ESTIMATED QUANTITIES ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE
UNIT| ITEM
ITEM |DESGRIFTION UNIT | QUANTITY COST cosT
203|FAVEMENT REMOVED 5aYD 320.00 S6.50 $2,080.00
202|FENCE REMOVED FT 815,00 52.40 £1.956.00
202{WALK REMOVED SQFT 300,00 §1.20 §1.080.00
202[PAVEMENT REMOVED, DRIVEWAY SQYD 210,00 $6.50 51,365.00
202|PIPE REMOVED, 36 INCH LF 110.00 522.00 £2.420.00
801 |[PAVED GUTTER, ODOT TYPE 1-2 T 350.00 §74.00 $25,200.00
607 |FENCE, ODOT B07 TYPE CL T 1300.00 58.50 $12.350.00
607|GATE, TYPE GL EACH 1,00 5975.00 5575.00
SPECIAL |TOP SOIL REMOVED, AND REPLACED cuvyn| 130000 $11.00 514,300.00
SPECIAL |EXCAVATION AND HAULING CUYD| _ 2s000.00 £21.00 §546,000.00
SPECIAL |GRADING, SEEDING AND MULCHING 5QYD | 7700.00 $1.00 §7,700.00
SPECIAL_|[CONCRETE PAD (UNDER FENGE) CcUYD 72.00 §150,00 510,800.00
SPECIAL |HEADWALL, OBOT HW-1 EACH 2.00 $2.300.00 $8,600,00
SPECIAL |STRUGTURE REMOVED, HOUSE EACH 5.00 $3,500,00 521,000.00
MOBILIZATION LOMP 1.00 520,000.00 $20,000.00
SUBTOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUGTION COST 5282,347.00
* CONTINGENGY $57,653.00
TOTAL ES 1IMATED CONSTRUGTION COST - SCHROER STORMWATER BASIN $350,000.00

I0F3
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Conaty of Hamilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER

T COUNTY ADMINISTRATION BUILDING
138 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI, OHIO 453202-1232

PHONE {5131 9464250 FAX (511} 9404748

December 3, 2002

STATUS OF FUNDS REPORT

Project: GREENWELL/GLENROY/SCHROER ROAD IMPROVEMENT/DRAINAGE
MITIGATION PROJECT

This is to certify that the sum of $121,800.00 is available as the local matching
funds in connection with the application for State Capital Improvement Program Funds for
the above-mentioned project.

The source of the local match will be Road and Bridge Funds. Local matching
funds will be encumbered and certified upon completion of the Project Agreement with
the Ohio Public Works Commission.

DUSTY RHODES
HAMILTON COUNTY AUDITOR

Chief Financial Officer:




oe\“'\ Town S /7{0

fRoad Maintenance
Robert W. Bass, Highway Superintendent

STATUS OF FUNDS

This is to certify that Delhi Townships portion for the funding of this project is available or will
become available on January 1, 2003.

& Chief Financial Officer

665 Neeb Road, (ncinnati, Ohlo 45833 ese Phone: (513) 922-8609 see fax: (513) 347-2876
http: /fwww.delhi.oh.us



WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-F.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
in] D CULENTY ADMIPESTRATION SLALIDIML
LT/l 135 EAST CORIRT <TREET

CIMCIMMNATI OHIO $5202-1202

PHIONE (5131 l6-4258 FAN [313)930-4288

November 13, 2002

Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
138 East Court Street, Room 603

County Administration Building
Cincinnatt, OF 45202

Re:  Hanulton County and Dellu Township
Applying for Joint Funding to the Ohio Public Works Comimission

Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project

Honorable Board;

i

COMRS MIN.
VOL. 288

NOV 132007
WAGE ~) 2(, 7

Please find attached a Resolution for the purpose of Hamilton County and Delhi Township agreeing to
jointly file the application with the Ohio Public Works Commission for the Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer

Drainage Mitigation Project.

This office respectfully requests your Honorable Board adopt the attached Resolution for the purpose of
Hanulton County and Delhi Township agreeing to jointly file the application with the Ohio Public Works

Commission for the Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project.

Respectfully submitted,

.
\-. ,] 7 7N 7 ,é‘(bﬁé]' FLAL L 7 ‘/'

4
A

%

2 WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S.
FHAMILTON COUNTY ENGINEER

On motion of Mr. Dowlin, seconded by Mr. Portune the following resolution was adopted...




RESOLUTION FOR THE PURPOSE OF HAMILTON COUNTY J~“SSmesmm:
AND DELHI TOWNSHIP APPLYING FOR JOINT FUNDING TO VCL. 288
THE OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION FOR THE JOINT NOV 132007
PROJECT KNOWN AS GREENWELL/GLENROY AND SCHROER  1iMAGE /.

DRAINAGE MITIGATION PROJECT, LOCATED IN DELHI
TOWNSHIP, HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO. ENGINEER’S
PROJECT NUMBER 500120.

BY THE BOARD:

WHEREAS, Hamilton County and Delhi Township desire to apply for joint funding to the Ohio Public
Works Commission for the Joint Project known as Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project,
located in Delhi township, Hamilton County, Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilion County and Delhi Township will make application to the Ohio Public Works
Commission for the Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County will be the lead agent during the application process; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County and Delhi Township hereby agree to file the application with the Ohio
Public Works Commission jointly for the Gresnwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project.

NOV, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that this Board of County Commissioners, Hamilton
County, State of Ohio hereby approve the adoption of this Resolution for the purpose of Hamilton County and
Delhi Township applying jointly for joint funding to the Ohio Public Works Commission for the Joint Project
known as Greenwell/Glenroy and Schroer Drainage Mitigation Project, located in Delhi township, Hamilion
County, Ohio.

ADOPTED at a regular meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of Hamilton County, State of
Ohio, this 13th day of November, 2002.

Mr. Dowlin, AYE Mr. Neyer, Jr.,, ABSENT7EXCUSED Mr. Portune, __AYE

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing is a true and correct transcript of a Resolution adopted
by this Board of County Commissioners in session this 13th day of November, 2002.

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the Official Seal of the Office of the
County Commissioners of Hamilton County, Ohio, this 13th day of ber, 2002,

Tadquelifi¢ Panioto, County Clerk
Board 6T County Commissioners
amilton County, Ohio




N

RESOLUTION .—LPPOiE\'TING REPRESENTATIVES TO THE DISTRICT 22
INTEGRATING COMMITTEE UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF HB 704 OHIO
INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

COM'RS MIN.
yoL, 277

BY THE BOARD: l!drié%% 2093"/

WHEREAS, HB 704 was enacred to establish nineteen District Integrating Committees
throughour the State of Ohio; and

WHEREAS, Hamilton County comprises District #2 under the provision of HB 704
consisting of a nine member District Integrating Committee; and

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Board of County Commissioners tg appoint two
members to the District Integrating Committee (one from the private sector and the other either a
County Commissioner or the County Engineer); and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of County Commissioners of
Hamilton County, Qhio that both William W. Brayshaw, Hamilton County Engineer, and Richard
D. Huddleston, (407 Vista Glen - Springdale, Ohio 45246) private secror appointee be, and are
hereby reappointed ta the District #2 Integrating Committee for a three vear term as their current

terms will expire on June 1, 2000.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that William W. Brayshaw be, and is herebv also appointed
to the position of Chief Executive Officer for the Political Subdivision of Hamiiton County, Distriet

=2 Integrating Commiitee for another three year term.

ADOPTED at a regularly scheduled meeting of the Board of County Commissioners of
Hamilton County, Qhio, this 1* day of March, 2000.

Mr. Bedinghaus, AYE Mr. Dowlin, AYE Mr. Never, Jr,AYE

CERTIFICATE OF CLERK

IT IS HEREBY CERTIFIED that the foregoing is a true and correct transeript of a
Resolution adopted by this Board of County Commissioners of Hamilton County, State of Qhio,

this 1* day of March, 2000.

IN WITNESS WHEREOQF, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the official seal of the
office of the Board of County Commissioners of Hamilton County, State of Ohio, this 17 day of

March, 2000.

7 _ .
1741 Vs (7 OfT

Jacquéline Panioto, Counry Clerk
oafd/of County Commissioners
Hamilton County, Ohio




Qonnty of Hawilton

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW, P.E.-P.S. COUNTY ENGINEER
0 L‘OL".\}I":‘ ADMINISTRATION BLILDING
{38 EAST COURT STREET
CINCINNATI OMIO $3202-1232

PHONE (313) 04250 FAX (513) 2288

CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC COUNT

As required by the District 2 Integrating Committee, | hereby certify that the traffic counts
herein attached to the GREENWELL RQAD IMPROVEMENT project application are a true

and accurate count done by the Hamilton County Engineer's Office, Traffic Division.

WILLIAM W. BRAYSHAW/P E.- P.S.
HAMIL.TON COUNTY ENGINEER



SCIP/LTIP PROGRAM
ROUND 17 - PROGRAM YEAR 2003
PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA
JULY 1, 2003 TO JUNE 30, 2004

NAME OF APPLICANT: %M/bf‘cﬁﬂ/ GCJ a7y

NANME OF PROJECT: /4;“.2 ESAHEE L /é e EALOL / Secslocsese
f I

RATING TEAM: ___i_.___

NOTE: See the attached “Addendum To The Rating System” for definitions, explanations and clarifications
to each of the criterion points of this rating systen.

G
1) What is the physical condition of the existing infrastructure that is to be replaced or repaired?
.Taqrnué' condelon. sty .

15 - Failed SCHLDE'L I?- /}W "“7’2"1%’ e Appeal Score

23 - Critical %W 22t FCeho £ OF

20 - Very Poor Sresiind ALl

D Poor %ﬁ‘ P M_M
Ligasti

15 - Moderately Pof)r Zpruys GO ool ot WMW

10 - Moderately Fair CotSistay A2 meess W

5 - Fair Condition (OlEd e /o

0 - Good or Better
2) How important is the project to the safery of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

42 _ T
25 - Highly significant importance N Appeal Score

(Zl -Considerably significant importance

15 - Moderate importance ot W-{o;a/ e a A
10 - Minimal importance At <_5_,,,/-"/-—---_—,«--7 oF Srbtnt MritcoComen
0 - No measurable impact ot et ’L’w Lptley T e o
s #
3) How important is the project to the fieaith of the Public and the citizens of the District and/or service area?

@’Eﬁghly significant importance “ ¢ ‘5‘&_{2 el /e, =, Appeal Score
20 - Considerably significant importance £y G e 5?4 (? e EM
15 - Moderate importance g Waf
10 - Minimal importance

0 - No measurable impact

4) Does the project help meet the infrastructure repair and replacement needs of the applying jurisdiction?
Note: Jurisdiction’s priority listing (part of the Additienal Support Information) must be filed with application(s).

@, First priority project Appeal Score
20 - Second priority project
15 Third priority project
10 - Fourth priority project
5 - Fifth priority project or lower

5) Will the compieted project generate user fees or assessments?
Appeal Score

/—NG
0—Yes



6)

7

8)

9

10)

11)

Economic Growth — How the completed project will enhance economic growth (See definitions).

10 — The project will directly secure significant new employment Appea! Score
7 - The project will direci[v secure new employment
5 — The project will secure new employment
3 — The project will permit more development
@-The project will not impact development

Matching Funds - LOCAT

10 - This project is a loan or credit enhancement
10 - 50% or higher
8 —40% to 49.99%
6 —30% to 39.99%
4 —20% to 29.99%
2.2 10% to 19.99%
0 —- Less than 10%

Matching Funds - QTHER

10 — 50% or higher
8 — 40% to 49.99%
6 — 30% to 39.99%
4—20% to 29.99%
2-10% to 19.99%
1-1% to 9.99%

0 — Less than 1%

Will the project alleviate serious traffic problems or hazards or respond to the future level of service needs of the district?

(See Addendum for definitions) - .

10 - Project design is for future demand. AETLa /:;’&uﬂ-rf Grasas ( Appeal Score

8 - Project design is for partial future demand. (
C@iject design is for current demand.

4 - Project design is for minimal increase in capacity.

2 - Project design is for no increase in capacity.

Ability to Proceed - If SCIP/L'TIP funds are granted, when would the construction contract be awarded? (See Addendum
concerning delinquent projects)

{S;’\Vill be under contract by December 31, 2003 and no delinquent projects in Rounds 14 & 15
3 - Will be under contract by March 31, 2004 and/er one delinquent project in Rounds 14 & 15
0 - Will not be under contract by March 31, 2004 and/or more than one delinquent project in Rounds 14 & 15

Daes the infrastructure have regional impact? Consider origination and destination of traffic, functional classifications, size
of service area, and number of jurisdictions served, etc. (See Addendum for definitions)

10 - Major impact Appeal Score
8-
6 - Moderate impact v

@-

2 - Minimal or no impact



13)

14)

15)

Wikl 15 e overall econonue nealth ol the jurisdieiion.

10 Points

8 Points
oin

4 Points

2 Points

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or loeal government agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of the usage or
expansion of the usage for the involved infrastructure?

10 - Complete ban, facility closed Appeal Score
8 — 80% reduction in legal load or 4-wheeled vehicles only
7 -~ Moratorium on future development, #ot functioning for current demand
6 - 60% reduction in legal load
5 - Moratorium on future development, functioning for current demand
4 — 40% reduction in legal load
2 — 20% reduction in legal load
@ Less than 20% reduction in legal load

What is the total number of existing daily users that will benefit as a result of the proposed project?

10 - 16,000 or mere Appeal Score
8-12,000 to 15,999
6 - 8,000 to 11,999
4 - 4,000 to 7,999
2-3,999 and under

Has the jurisdiction enacted the optional $5 license plate fee, an infrastructure levy, a user fee, or dedicated tax for the
pertinent infrastructure? (Provide documentation of which fees have been enacted.)

@Twn or more of the above Appeal Score
3 - One of the abave
0 - None of the above



ADDENDUM TO THE RATING SYSTHEM

" General Statement for Rating Criteria
Points awarded for all items will be based on engineering experience, field verification, application information and other information
supplied by the applicant, which is deemed to be relevant by the Support Staff. The examples listed in this addendum are not a complete list,
but only a small sampling of situations that may be relevant to a given project.

Criterion 1 - Condition
Condition is based on the amount of dererioration that is field verified or documented exclusive of capacity, serviceability, health and/or
safety issues. Condition is rated only on the facility being repaired or abandoned. (Documentation may include: ODOT BRS6 Teports,
pavement management condition reports, televised underground system reports, age inveniory reports, maintenance records, etc., and will
only be considered if included in the original application.)
Definitions:
Eailed Condition - requires complete reconstruction where no part of the existing facility is salvageable. (E.g. Roads: complete
reconstruction of roadway, curbs and base; Bridges: complete removal and replacement of bridge; Underground: removal and
replacement of an underground drainage or water systerm; Hydrants: completely non funcrioning and replacement parts are
unavailable.}
Critical Condition - requires moderate or partial reconstruction to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: reconsiruction of roadway/curbs
can be saved; Bridges: removal and replacement of bridge with abutment modification; Underground: removal and replacement of
part of an underground drainage or water system; Hydrants: some non-functioning, others obsolete and replacement parts are
unavailable,)
Yery Poor Condition - requires extensive rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: extensive full depth, partial depth and
curb repair of a roadway with a stuctural overlay; Bridges: superstructure replacement; Underground: repair of joints and/or minor
replacement of pipe sections; Hydrants: non-functioning and replacement parts are availabie.)
Bogr Condition - requires standard rehabiliration to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: moderate full depth, partial depth and curb
repair to a roadway with no swuctural overlay needed or structural overlay with minor repairs to a roadway needed; Bridges:
extensive patching of substrucmure and replacement of deck; Underground: insiuform or other in ground repairs; Hydrants:
functional, but leaking and replacement parts are unavailable.)
Maderately Poor Condition - requires minor rehabilitation to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: minor full depth, partial depth or curb
repairs to a roadway with either a thin overlay or no overlay needed; Bridges: major structural patching and/or major deck repair;
Hydrants: functional and replacement parts are available.)
Moderately Fair Condition - requires extensive maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.z. Roads: thin or no overlay with extensive
crack sealing, minor partial depth and/or slurry or rejuvenation; Bridges: minor structural patching, deck repair, erosion control.)
Eqir Condition - requues routine maintenance to maintain integrity. (E.g. Roads: slurry seal, rejuvenation or routine crack sealing to
the roadway; Bridges: minor structural patching.)

Gaood ar Better Conditipy - little to no maintenance required to maintain integrity.

Npre:  If the infrastructure is in "good" or better condition, it will NOT be considered for SCIP/LTIP funding unless it is an
expansion project that will improve serviceability.

Crltermn 2 Safety

Note:  Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply. Examples given above are
NOT intended to he exclusive,

Crltenon 3- I-Iealth

how will they improve _health if they are storm sewers? How wanld improved sanitary sewers improye, health or reduee henlth cisk?  Are

leaded jnints invalyed in evisring : l 3 In gl ific dac - iredd

Nore:  Each projeet is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply. Exminples given above are
NOT intended to be exclusive.



Criterion 4 — Jurisdiction’s Priority Listing
" The jurisdiction must submit a listing in priority order of the projects for which it is applying. Points will be awarded on the basis of most to
least importance. The form is included in the Additional Support Information.

Criterion 5 — Generate Fees
Wil the local jurisdiction assess fees or project costs for the usage of the facility or its products once the project is completed (example: rates
for water or sewer, frontage assessments, etc.). The applying jurisdiction must submit documnentation.

Criterion 6 — Economic Growth
Will the completed project enhance economic growth and/or development in the service area?

Nare:

Definitions:
: o) 3 ! . The project is specifically designed to secure a particular development/employer(s),

which will add at least 100 or more new employees. The applicant agency must supply specific details of the development, the
employer(s), and number of new permanent employees.

Directly secure new employment: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add at least 50
new permanent employees. The applying agency must supply details of the development and the type and number of new permanent

employees,

Secure new employment: The project is specifically designed to secure development/employers, which will add 10 or more new
permanent employees. The applying agency must submit details.

Permit more development: The project is designed to permit additional business development. The applicant must supply details.

The project will net impact development: The project will have no impact on business development.

Each project is looked at on an individual basis to determine if any aspects of this category apply.

Criterion 7 — Matching Funds - Local
The percentage of matching funds which come directly from the budget of the applying local government.

Criterion 8 — Matching Funds - Other

The percentage of matching funds that come from funding sources other than those mentioned in Criterion 7.

Criterion 9 — Alleviate Traffic Problems

The jursdiction shall provide a narrative, along with pertinent support documentation, which deseribe the existing deficiencies and showing
how congestion or hazards will be reduced or eliminated and how service will be improved to meet the needs of any expected growth or
development. A formal capacity analysis accompanying the application would be beneficial. Projected traffic or demand should be

calculated as follows:

Formaula:

. o . —

Desion Year  Design vear factor

Urban Suburhan Rural
20 1.40 1.70 1.60
10 1.20 1.35 1.30

Definitions:

Future dewrand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service for twenty-
year projected demand or fully developed area conditions, Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely developed or
undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.

Bartinf furnre demand — Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service for
ten-year projected demand or partially developed area conditions. Justification must be supplied if the area is already largely
developed or undevelopable and thus the projection factors used deviate from the above table.

Current demand - Project will eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide sufficient capacity or service only for
existing demand and conditions,

Minimal incregse — Project will reduce but not eliminate existing congestion or deficiencies and will provide a minimal but less than
sufficient increase in existing capacity or service for existing demand and conditions.

Nn increqse — Project will have no effect on existing congestion or deficiencies and provide no increase in capacity or service for
existing demand and conditions,



Criterion 10 - Ability to Proceed
- The Support Staff will assign points based on engineering experience and OPWC defined delinquent projects. A project is considered

delinquent when it has not received a notice to proceed within the time stated on the original application and no time extension has been
granted by the OPWC. A jurisdiction receiving approval for a project and subsequently canceling the same after the bid date on the
application may be considered as having a delinquent project.

Criterion 11 - Regional Impact
The regionai significance of the infrastructure that is being repaired or replaced.

Definitions:
Mgjor Iipact - Roads: major multi-jurisdictional route, primary feed route to an Interstate, Federal Aid Primary routes.

Moderate Impacy - Roads: principal thoroughfares, Federal Aid Urban routes

Minimai / No Impact - Roads: cul-de-sacs, subdivision streets

Criterion 12 — Economic Health
The District 2 Integrating Committee predetermines the jurisdiction’s economic health, The economic health of a jurisdiction may

periodicaily be adjusted when census and other budgetary data are updated.

Criterion 13 - Ban
The jurisdiction shall provide documentation to show that a facility ban or moratorium has been formally placed. The ban or moratorium

must have been caused by a structural or operational problem. Points will only be awarded if the end result of the project will cause the ban to
be liftect

Criterion 14 - Users

The applying jurisdiction shall provide documentation. A registered professional engineer or the applying jurisdictions’ C.E.O must certify
the appropriate documentation. Documentation may include current traffic counts, households served, when converted to a measurement of
persons. Public transit users are permirtted to be counted for the roads and bridges, but only when certifiable ridership figures are provided.

Criterion 15 — Fees, Levies, Etc.
The applying jurisdiction shail document (in the “Additional Suppori [nformation” form) which type of fees, levies or taxes they have

dedicated toward the type of infrasmucture being applied for.



